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Abstract
Few studies of cancer mortality and incidence among flight crew have included a detailed 
assessment of both occupational exposures and lifestyle factors that may influence the risk of 
cancer. In this issue, Kojo et al. (Risk factors for skin cancer among Finnish airline cabin crew. 
Ann. Occup. Hyg 2013; 57: 695–704) evaluated the relative contributions of ultraviolet and cosmic 
radiation to the incidence of skin cancer in Finnish flight attendants. This is a useful contribution, 
yet the reason flight crew members have an increased risk of skin cancer compared with the 
general population remains unclear. Good policy decisions for flight crew will depend on 
continued and emerging effective collaborations to increase study power and improve exposure 
assessment in future flight crew health studies. Improving the assessment of occupational 
exposures and non-occupational factors will cost additional time and effort, which are well spent if 
the role of exposures can be clarified in larger studies.
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Flight crew, including pilots, copilots, other cockpit personnel, and flight attendants, have 
been represented in cancer mortality and incidence studies for the last 20 years. Assessment 
of occupational exposures, however, has been limited to surrogate measures in many of 
these studies. Exposure assessment of pilots has been more comprehensive than that of other 
flight crew due to availability of more detailed records but few studies have included an 
assessment of the role of lifestyle factors that may influence the risk of cancer.
The commercial aircraft cabin environment is the workplace of 530 000 flight crew 
worldwide (IARC, 2000). These workers incur exposures to elevated levels of cosmic 
radiation and circadian disruption from work at night and travel across multiple time zones. 
The affected population expands if one considers frequent fliers and astronauts, who work in 
a related environment.
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The International Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC) considers neutrons, a major 
contributor to cosmic radiation dose at flight altitudes (Goldhagen, 2000), to be a known 
human carcinogen (IARC, 2000; El Ghissassi et al., 2009) and shift work that involves 
circadian disruption to be a probable human carcinogen (IARC, 2010). In flight crew, 
cosmic radiation and circadian disruption are often correlated (e.g. one incurs both cosmic 
radiation and circadian disruption on a transoceanic flight) and therefore difficult to study 
independently. Much of the emphasis in current studies has been on the role of cosmic 
radiation.
The International Commission on Radiological Protection (ICRP, 1991, 2008) recommends 
effective dose (ED) limits of 20 millisieverts (mSv) per year averaged over 5 years (100 
mSv in 5 years) for radiation workers and 1 mSv per year for the public. The ICRP 
considers flight crew to be radiation workers. European Union member states implemented 
regulations for flight crew requiring assessment of exposure when exposure is likely to be 
more than 1 mSv per year (and adjustment of work schedules so that no individual exceeds 6 
mSv per year; European Radiation Dosimetry Group [EURADOS], 1996). There are no 
official dose limits for flight crew members in the USA even though the National Council on 
Radiation Protection (NCRP, 2009) considers flight crew to have the largest average annual 
ED of all US workers.
To guide policies to protect flight crew from adverse health effects from cosmic radiation 
exposure, comparisons to terrestrial radiation workers are of limited value because most of 
these workers are exposed to low-linear energy transfer (LET) radiation—X-rays and 
gamma rays. LET is a measure of how much energy a particle or ray transfers into soft 
tissue. Low-LET radiation is not equivalent to the biologically active neutrons and other 
high-LET components of cosmic radiation. One could also wish for better exposure records 
for flight crew. Often company records provide little more than employment dates and for 
cockpit crew, flight hours, leading to many studies with duration of employment or flight 
hours mustered to stand in for much more complex exposures.
The challenges in improving the assessment of occupational exposures and non-
occupational factors for flight crew studies are exemplified by the study described in ‘Risk 
factors for skin cancer among Finnish airline cabin crew’ by Kojo et al. (2013). Previously, 
Rafnsson et al. (2003) evaluated non-occupational ultraviolet radiation (UVR)-related risk 
factors in flight crew and a population sample. Although flight crew took more sunny 
vacations than the population sample, this difference was unlikely to fully explain the 
increased incidence of malignant melanoma. Cosmic radiation dose estimates were available 
for pilots but the small number of melanoma cases (n = 5) (Rafnsson et al., 2000) precluded 
modeling the association between melanoma incidence and cosmic radiation dose adjusted 
for host and UVR exposure risk factors. Dos Santos Silva et al. (2013) found a positive 
association between melanoma incidence in pilots and flight hours, although this relation did 
not hold in models adjusted for host and UVR risk factors. Cosmic radiation dose was not 
estimated and information was not provided comparing UVR-related risk factors in pilots 
with the general population.
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Kojo et al. (2013) aimed to resolve the speculation concerning the relative contributions of 
UVR and cosmic radiation to the incidence of skin cancers in flight crew by modeling the 
relation between cosmic radiation and skin cancer, adjusting for host risk factors and non-
occupational UVR exposures in Finnish flight attendants.
This is an important and useful contribution. The cosmic radiation exposure assessment 
methods, developed earlier by Kojo et al. (2007, 2004), were based on year of employment, 
length of career, flight timetable data, and the European Program Package for the 
Calculation of Aviation Route Doses radiation estimation program. Analogous approaches 
to assessment have been successfully used in other retrospective flight crew exposure 
assessments or health studies (Oksanen, 1998; Tveten et al., 2000; Waters et al., 2009). The 
assessment of both cosmic radiation and UVR allowed for risk evaluation in internal 
analyses after combining melanoma and basal cell carcinoma into one outcome category 
(due to the small number of cases). The point estimates suggest the relative importance of 
these exposures and the upper confidence limits indicate that contributions from each of 
these are not ruled out. In comparison with the general population, no appreciable difference 
was observed in the risk score for skin cancer based on all UVR-related behavior factors 
combined but risk scores based on intermittent UVR exposure and solarium use were higher 
for flight attendants.
This is where we are left due to power inadequacies that could not be overcome because 
these studies were limited to flight crew from single countries, and because some 
imprecision remains in the assessment of exposures. Why do flight crew have an increased 
risk of skin cancer compared with the general population? There seems to be no single clear 
winner in this etiologic contest for now.
Good policy decisions for this occupational group will result from effective collaborations. 
The multinational flight crew mortality studies (Zeeb et al., 2003; Langner et al., 2004) and 
Nordic cancer incidence studies (Pukkala et al., 2012, 2003) exemplify collaborations 
improving statistical power. Exposure assessment efforts also benefit from collaboration; the 
ongoing US National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) and National Institute 
for Occupational Safety and Health collaboration to assess cosmic radiation exposure from 
solar particle events (NASA, 2013) is an example of an improvement in exposure 
assessment, which may benefit future flight crew health studies. Improving assessment of 
the major flight crew occupational exposures and non-occupational factors costs additional 
time and effort, which are well spent if we can clarify exposures’ etiologic roles in larger 
studies.
Acknowledgements
FUNDING
Intramural Research Program of the National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health.
Grajewski and Pinkerton Page 3
Ann Occup Hyg. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2015 July 21.
Author M
anuscript
Author M
anuscript
Author M
anuscript
Author M
anuscript
REFERENCES
Dos Santos Silva I, De Stavola B, Pizzi C, et al. Cancer incidence in professional flight crew and air 
traffic control officers: disentangling the effect of occupational versus lifestyle exposures. Int J 
Cancer. 2013; 132:374–384. [PubMed: 22532267] 
El Ghissassi F, Baan R, Straif K, et al. WHO International Agency for Research on Cancer Monograph 
Working Group. A review of human carcinogens–part D: radiation. Lancet Oncol. 2009; 10:751–
752. [PubMed: 19655431] 
EURADOS. Exposure of air crew to cosmic radiation. A report of EURADOS Working Group 11, 
EURADOS Report 1996.01. In: McAulay, IR.; Bartlett, DT.; Dietze, G.; Menzel, HG.; Schnuer, K.; 
Schrewe, UJ., editors. European Commission Report Radiation Protection 85. Luxembourg: Office 
for Official Publications of the European Communities; 1996. 
Goldhagen P. Overview of aircraft radiation exposure and recent ER-2 measurements. Health Phys. 
2000; 79:526–544. [PubMed: 11045526] 
IARC. Monographs on the evaluation of carcinogenic risks to humans. Vol. 75. Lyon, France: IARC 
Press; 2000. Ionizing radiation, Part 1, X- and γ-radiation and neutrons. ISBN 92 832 1275 4
IARC. Monographs on the evaluation of carcinogenic risks to humans. Vol. 98. Lyon, France: IARC 
Press; 2010. Painting, firefighting, and shiftwork. ISBN 978 92 832 1298 0
ICRP. 1990 Recommendations of the International Commission on Radiological Protection. Oxford; 
New York: Pergamon; 1991. ISBN 0 08 041144 4
ICRP. ICRP Publication 103: Recommendations of the ICRP. Radiat Prot Dosimetry. 2008; 129:500–
507.
Kojo K, Aspholm R, Auvinen A. Occupational radiation dose estimation for Finnish aircraft cabin 
attendants. Scand J Work Environ Health. 2004; 30:157–163. [PubMed: 15127784] 
Kojo K, Helminen M, Leuthold G, et al. Estimating the cosmic radiation dose for a cabin crew with 
flight timetables. J Occup Environ Med. 2007; 49:540–545. [PubMed: 17495696] 
Kojo K, Helminen M, Pukkala E, et al. Risk factors for skin cancer among Finnish airline cabin crew. 
Ann Occup Hyg. 2013
Langner I, Blettner M, Gundestrup M, et al. Cosmic radiation and cancer mortality among airline 
pilots: results from a European cohort study (ESCAPE). Radiat Environ Biophys. 2004; 42:247–
256. [PubMed: 14648170] 
NASA. [Accessed 17 June 2013] NAIRAS (Nowcast of Atmospheric Ionizing Radiation System). 
2013. Available at http://sol.spacenvironment.net/~nairas/index.html
NCRP. NCRP report no. 160: Ionizing radiation exposure of the population of the United States. 
Bethesda, MD: NCRP; 2009. ISBN 978-0-929600-98-7
Oksanen PJ. Estimated individual annual cosmic radiation doses for flight crews. Aviat Space Environ 
Med. 1998; 69:621–625. [PubMed: 9681366] 
Pukkala E, Aspholm R, Auvinen A, et al. Cancer incidence among 10,211 airline pilots: a Nordic 
study. Aviat Space Environ Med. 2003; 74:699–706. [PubMed: 12862322] 
Pukkala E, Helminen M, Haldorsen T, et al. Cancer incidence among Nordic airline cabin crew. Int J 
Cancer. 2012; 131:2886–2897. [PubMed: 22447246] 
Rafnsson V, Hrafnkelsson J, Tulinius H. Incidence of cancer among commercial airline pilots. Occup 
Environ Med. 2000; 57:175–179. [PubMed: 10810099] 
Rafnsson V, Hrafnkelsson J, Tulinius H, et al. Risk factors for cutaneous malignant melanoma among 
aircrews and a random sample of the population. Occup Environ Med. 2003; 60:815–820. 
[PubMed: 14573711] 
Tveten U, Haldorsen T, Reitan J. Cosmic radiation and airline pilots: exposure pattern as a function of 
aircraft type. Radiat Prot Dosimetry. 2000; 87:157–164.
Waters MA, Grajewski B, Pinkerton LE, et al. Development of historical exposure estimates of cosmic 
radiation and circadian rhythm disruption for cohort studies of Pan Am flight attendants. Am J Ind 
Med. 2009; 52:751–761. [PubMed: 19722196] 
Grajewski and Pinkerton Page 4
Ann Occup Hyg. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2015 July 21.
Author M
anuscript
Author M
anuscript
Author M
anuscript
Author M
anuscript
Zeeb H, Blettner M, Langner I, et al. Mortality from cancer and other causes among airline cabin 
attendants in Europe: a collaborative cohort study in eight countries. Am J Epidemiol. 2003; 
158:35–46. [PubMed: 12835285] 
Grajewski and Pinkerton Page 5
Ann Occup Hyg. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2015 July 21.
Author M
anuscript
Author M
anuscript
Author M
anuscript
Author M
anuscript
